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 ORDER AMENDING OPINION 
 __________________________ 
 
 The opinion in the above-captioned case filed November 
25, 1994, is amended as follows:  
 1.  On page 4, the beginning second sentence should 
read as follows: 
 Nicodemo Scarfo, Sr., a co-defendant of Goodman's 
former clients (and at one time . . .) 
 
 
 2.  On page 9, first paragraph after Section IIA, the 
date should be January 1986. 
 3.  On page 11, first full paragraph, delete the word 
"unexpected" on the first line.  In the second paragraph, on the 
first line replace "Eventually" with "Meanwhile," and add the 
word "had" before convinced.  In the last sentence, replace the 
phrase "counter-surveillance equipment" with "surveillance 
devices." 
 4.  On page 29 within footnote 17, last paragraph, in 
penultimate sentence, add the word "absolute" before "Sixth 
Amendment." 
 5.  On page 36, in the paragraph after the indentation, 
in the first sentence, replace "any one" with "either." 
     BY THE COURT: 
 
     /s/ Edward R. Becker 
      Circuit Judge 
 
 
DATED: December 7, l994 
